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N ſeeing the ſtrange attack made 
in the Critical Review for the 
month of March, 1760, upon 
%a a treatiſe offered by me to the 
—.— public, with the beſt intention 
imaginable for its ſervice, upon the ſubject | 
of midwifery, which is my profeſſion, I can 
ſafely, and with the greateſt regard for truth, 
aver, that if the manner in which I found 
myſelf there treated, gave me any pain, that 
pain was not for myſelf. I was even ſorry 
to obſerve any gentleman of letters ſtoop- 
ing ſo low, as to the pooreſt buffoonry, and 
to the ſo little reſpecting the Public and him- 
ſelf as to play upon names; a circumſtance 
of no-wit, which I have ſo favorable an o- 
pinion of him, as to preſume he would have 
B treated 


— 


. I 
treated with all the ſcorn it deſeryes, if em. 
ployed againſt himſelf. 
But the reaſon he gives for this punning i; 
in truth an admirable one. He aſſumes the 
12 ſubject diſcuſſed to be a ludicrous one. A 
= ludicrous one! what! can the ſubject of diſ. 
cuſſion, which is palpably neither more nor 
leſs than the greater ſafety of the lives of 
women and children, be deemed, by any 
conſtruction or intendment, a ludicrous one? 
But at this I am not indeed ſurprized, when 
I conſider, that in this every candid article 
of Review, the writer is not contented with 
poiſoning and diſtorting a moſt innocent and 
inoffenſive application from a woman to one 
of her own ſex, for her hand to chafe the 
hypogaſtrium, into a ſuit for ** fitillation“, but 
he muſt groſsly and unprovokedly inſult the 
women with the aſſurance, that if they were 
to be pleaſed with ftillation, the art of it was 
better underſtood by the men than by the 
Women. If this to huſbands, to fathers, tog 
relations, is defending the uſe of he-midw:wes, 
I leave to their own conſideration. I leave it} 
alſo to their conſideration, whether their 
underſtanding can be more ſhameleſsly inſult- 


ed, than by that averment of the Reviewer 
cc that 
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[ 3 ] EA: 
« that the buſineſs (of midwifery) is carried on 
« qoifþ much more EASE and DECORUM by 
« the men than by the women- practitioners, 
« excepting ſuch of theſe laſt as have been E DU- 
© CATED under MALE-ARTISTS.” That 
5 to ſay, educated to cut out wo RR for their 
NSTRUMENTS, Without which the male- 
tits are ſo ſenſible they would be fo per- 
ectly inſignificant. The reflections upon 
is are ſo obvious, that to dwell upon it 
would imply my taking huſbands, fathers, 
and relations for rank ideots; and it is not 

or ſuch that reaſoning is made. 

But before I proceed any further in my 
lefence, I muſt beg leave to remark, that 
y candid critic ſeems to have over-ſtepped 
is province of a Reviewer into that of a 


ontroverſiſt ; which certainly cannot be fair, 


nleſs he gives warning to his reader, that he 
; laying afide the character of the judge for 
hat of a party. He cannot ſurely conſiſt- 
natly with the laws of candor or common- 


ſenſe be both at once. 


Even but as a Reviewer heis doubtleſs at li- 
erty to give his opinion of my book as un- 
worably as he pleaſes. He may condemn 


be ſtile of an eſſayiſt, who ſets out with a 
B 2 


ſolemn 


[4] 
ſolemn profeſſion of a diſclaimer of all pre. 
tentions to ſtile; he may, as he has done, 
emphatically aſſure the reader, that a trea- 
tiſe of midwifery profeſſedly wrote to expo: 
the errors introduced into the art, does not 
itfelf give a regular Siſtem of the art; he 
may, in ſhort, in virtue of his office of Re- 
viewer, iſſue out his cenſure of a book that 
has, it ſeems, the honor to difpleaſc 
him; but ſurely, all this liberty does not 
warrant its extention not only to miſerably 
low ſcurrility, but even to a moſt unfair 
w reſting of quotations, and to an acrimony, 
which rather denotes a party intereſted and 
hurt, than an zmpartial Reviewer. 


For example, he attempts to palm on the 
reader a molt ſtrained and falfe conſtruction 


of a paſſage he quotes from my work (p. 90) 


where I ſpeak, and very juſtly ſpeak of the 
fatigue I have often undergone, of keeping 
my hands fixedly employed for many hours 
together, in reducing and preſerving th 
t uterus in a due poſition.” 


exclaims againft this as cruelty. Now, it 
there was any cruelty in this fixed poſition, 
it could at worſt be only a leſs cruelty than 


that which it is meant to prevent, the cruel 
| | and 


The critic here} 


[5] 
ud dangerous uſe of iron or ſteel inſtru- 
nents. But the truth is, there is not, in this 
int of practice, ſo much as the ſhadow of 
ruelty, or indeed of any prejudice whatever 
o the woman in labor, whoſe ſafety both 
o herſelf and child is conſulted by it. If 
he reader deigns to conſult the paſſage con- 
nected as it is, in that page go, he will rea- 
lily, if he has any the leaſt ſhare of candor, 
admit, that in that place particularly, the 
word © hands” is indefinitely employed; a 
whole for the part; there being in that paſ- 
ſage no particular inſtruction of management 
propoſed to be conveyed. But where that 
management requires ſpecification, the dif- 
tinction is duly made, as the reader may 
alily ſatisfy himſelf, p. 348, where it will 
appear how perfectly inoffenſive, and even 
ſalutary that employ of the midwife's hands 
muſt be where the caſe requires it. Doubtleſs 
a forceps or a crotchet are infinitely /enderer. 
Of this I am clearly ſure, that any reader of 
candor and humanity will, on peruſal of that 
paſſage, feel a juſt indignation at the unfair 
treatment both of himſelf and me, in the 
ate attempted to be made of that quotation | 
ainſt me from p. go, the expreſſion in 
| which 


which might however have been more clear, 


[6] 


if I could have imagined that it could have 
given riſe to a conſtruction ſo ſhocking to 
common-ſenſe, as that on which the critic 
has founded his pathetic exclamation of 3 
midwife's /w9 hands in the vagina! if he really 
_ underſtood me ſo, I heartily pity him: if he 
has deſignedly given me that meaning, |] 
have a right to pity him yet more, as diſin- 
genuity is ſurely more pitiful than only miſ- 
apprehenſion. 

To the queſtion the Reviewer aſks me, 
relative to the vitious conformation of the 
pelvis, and concerning which he accuſes me 
of flagrant ignorance, ** whether I have ever . 
* {een a collection of {ſkeletons ?” I anſwer, MW"! 
that I have occaſionally ſeen ſkeletons, but I. 
without the leaſt reaſon to retract what J 
have ſaid of the almoſt univerſal care of Na- 
ture in the due conformation of the pelvis. 
It is alſo true, that I have caſt around my 
eyes, and obſerved a number of rickety chil- 
dren and crooked women, both in this me- 
tropolis and elſewhere ; but I never had rea- 
ſon either from ſenſe, or eſpecially from my 
own experience, to form the Reviewer's con- 
cluſion from ſuch ricketineſs to the diſtortion 
of 


Ol 
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ak the pelvis. On the contrary, I have de- 
ivered many richety women, many outward- 
jj diſtorted women, whoſe deformity was 
en legible in their faces, but never found 
at it in the leaſt affected the bones of the 
elvis. One would even think, that Nature 
id indemnified them in that particular, for 
her irregularities in other reſpects. I have 
o reaſon, from my own practice, but to 
hink them, in proportion to their number, 
leſſed with eafier deliveries than the very 
ſt ſhaped, who have ſometimes ſuch dif- 
cult labors, notwithſtanding the moſt ex- 
dlent outward conformation : nor do I con- 
tive thoſe diffcult labors of theirs to be 
wing to any bad conformation of the pelvis, 
rat leaſt infinitely leſs often than to that 
bliquity of the uterus, which I have ſo tru- 
ſtated in that work ſo abuſed by the Re- 
iewed. I own then, that without the leaſt 
retention to more anatomy than is compe- 
ent to my profeſſion, I look on that ingeni- 
us argument, in the Reviewer, of bones 
pftened by a rickety diſorder, and neceſſa- 
ly giving way or ſuffering diſtortion by a 
per-incumbent preſſure, to be abſolutely 
did of foundation, and to be even as falte 

in 


in theory, as I have ever found it in practice 


be but two inches: upon which he aſks ho 


as that, I have already anſwered the objectio 


the world ſomewhat of a conic form; efpt 
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For the truth however. of this, I appeal wit 
due ſubmiſſion to ſurgeons, not men-mig 
wives. My critic ſtates the caſe of a chile 
head being more than five inches diameter 
and the diſtance between the jetting in « 
the os ſacrum and the bones of the pubist 


can five paſs through two. I reply to thi 
that knowing very well, that the diſproportio 
of the head to the paſſage, is ſometimes : 
mazingly great, though ſcarce ever ſo gre: 


founded thereon. I repeat my anſie 
here, that Nature, or in other words, ft, 
Divine Providence, has fo ordered it, th f 
the child's head moulds itſelf to this narro 
neſs, by the parietal bones fliding the one « 
ver the other, and thus their heads come ini 


cially the firit-born. 

But where a few lines afterwards he o 
jects another difficulty of a middle-fized chil, 
where the diſtance between the os ſacrufſf}..1 
and the os pubis is but an inch; in wh, 
he alſo aſks what I would do; I candidly ai 


ſwer, in the firſt place, that I do not belie 
˖ 


1—. * 
E 
r poſſibility of ſuch a caſe,” or believe at 
that it is one of thoſe ſo monſtrous, ſo 
digious rare ones, as that it would be the 


erence therefrom. Till 1 then (ee ſuch a 
if, as that of only one inch diſtance be- 
reen the os ſacrum and the os pubis, I 


mbly beg leave to rank it among thoſe ſil- 
u bug-bears, with which the men-midwiyes 


hen the ignorant into the admiſſion of 
eir being neceffary : and I dare ſay, they 
ght as juſtly aſk of me what I would do, 
met with my grandmother's ghoſt, as 
bat I would do if I met with ſuch a caſe. 
t, at the worſt, I would undertake, even 
ou a caſe, ſuppoſing its exiſtence, for 
gument-ſake, to do what was to be done 
ll with my Jong, ſenſitive, ſhrewd taper 
gers, as they would do with their bleſſed 
tchet, or forceps. And here I juſt tranſi- 
tly reply to the critic's charge of my not 
owing the difference between thoſe in- 
Jiments. For the truth of this charge 1 


3 that my doctrine for the utter 
ion of inſtruments in general is certainly 


leſt of all reaſoning to draw any practical 
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no _ that I do not know them pert Met: 
well. 1 0: 2037 10 BHO © 7 al 
But to return to our facetious criti i 

« We apprehend (ſays he) this learned mi 

« wife has forgot herſelf in the followi 

* paragraph. 

&« As to the. preternatural delivery, the be 
te practice is not to delay the extraction of Wed 
ce fetus, after. the diſcharge of the Waters, 1 
& flay till ber ftrength ſhall be exhauſted, on Nei 
preſenting a fair bold, and a ſufficient d 
« ture, no difficulty ſhould be made of etracli fou 
| but ſuppoſe (continues the critic) a Nie 
hold does not preſent, what is then ap 

«© be done? Truly, Mrs. Nihell, we can 
« ſee through what overture you will delt 
40 yourſelf from this dilemma, unleſs Me 
« have recourſe to the man-midwife's mi 
< of hardware.“ 2 v l 
Heavens forbid ! the remedy would if 
worſe than the diſeaſe. But what a ftraiiffer; 
- ignorance does ſuch an objeCtion betray! 
who have but a competent knowledge of ſy: 
art of midwifery will acknowledge, thatrh 
1 child does not preſent in the natural many 
whatever poſture beſides it preſents itſell. 


it muſt be extracted footling, as ſoon as 
| Ws 
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Lr! 
ters are diſcharged, and on a ſufficient 
ation of the os internum. In theſe caſes, 
tin truth in all others, the crotchets or 
nilfficeps are abſolutely execrable practice. The 
wi ual method I propoſe will, with incom- 
ably more ſafety and caſe, bid fair to pre- 
Bene the lives of mother and child: and in- 
f Wed, in theſe preternatural labors, the mo- 
„r ſuffers, generally ſpeaking, .leſs then 
nen the child comes by the head. The 
wife it is that has the moſt fatigue, I 
Sow Dr. Smellie's method leads more to the 
a Wremity pleaded by him and his reſemblers, 
en Nepology for ſevering heads, and pulling off 
an. But if inſtead of rejecting, of at leaſt 
lc reſorting ſo often as he ſhould to this fc >t- 
extraction, he had adopted my method, 
-S Inight, in the courſe of his practice, have 
| perhaps to reproach himſelf with fewer 
ud Wifices of mothers and children to his learn- 
ſtraſſerrors. | 
ay Wis to the caſe of a monſter of two heads, 
of ſve already anſwered it, in my treatiſe : 
natWrhich I add the following inforcement. 


— - 


* . 


121Wimit, that in twenty millions of perſons, 
eB: in fifty years, ſuch a birth as that of 4 
ad with two heads, may, by great chance, 
wil E happen. 


——— ů —— 


happen. But what then ? is the exiſte 


a monſter, might and was delivered 
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of barely ſuch a poſſibility to be offered 
2 reaſon; for its being neceſſary to ineo 
rage a ſet of men, whoſe practice palpab 
tends, in ſuch a given number as that 
twenty millions, to deſtroy mothers ; 
children by thouſands ? but further, thou 
I have proved; that a woman big with f 


midivife, without recourſe to à man, v 
ſafety to her life, yet I wave that ending 
I candidly confeſs; that ſuch a delivery is 
what is called woman's work ; but then neit 
is it more a man-midwife's, unleſs he ſho 
be alſo a ſurgeon of ſuch conſummate 
as I believe is rarely met with in the co 
mon run of .men-midwives. 

But as to the hydrocephalous head objed 
to me with ſuch an air of defiance; h 
ſhall J anſwer it? Why, by facts, unde 
ble facts. I dare affirm, that I have my 
delivered numbers without needing any 
courſe to men-midwives, or to inſtrumeſ 
It is not above four years ago that I delive 


Mrs. Compagnon, a tradeſman's wife 


Brownlow-ſtreet, within two doors of 
wg! in ms _ n child Was One of 
lu 


. 


rs 
luſtieſt I ever ſaw, and tlie greateſt hydro- 
cephale. It had been before I delivered her 
dead, at leaſt a month befote, from a potter 
having unmereifully paſhed her againſt a 
poſt, as. ſhe was going along. As foon as 
the head came out of the os externum, it ex- 
tended as large as a calf's liver, without ſoli- 
dity or conſiſtence, to the aſtoniſhment of the 
þy-ſtanders. I then got it out intire by the 
| but quite putrified. 

In the month of. February laſt 1 delivered 
4 poor woman, a ſoldier's wife, over againſt 
where I live, by name Knowles, of ſuch a- 
nother hydrocephalous child, without diſ- 
membering it, or without any laceration or 
damage to the mother. Theſe childern are 
commonly ſo macerated in the waters, ſo 
ſoft, ſo flexible, that they eaſily yeild to the 
contraction of the hypogaſtric muſeles in the 
expulſive efforts. 
And here, for my having quoted theſe 
two examples, among many others I could 
produce from my own practice, I gladly 
throw myſelf on the reader's candor for his 
diſtinguiſhing, upon his conſidering the pro- 
vocation, between the deſigningneſs of quack- 
ery in ſelf· recommendation, and the obvious 
neceſſity 


[14] 
neceſſity of ſelf-defence, D 9 eruelly 


and ſo diſ-ingenuouſly attacked. 


Among other inſtances of the Reviewer $ 
diſingenuity of treatment, the following one 
is not perhaps the leaſt. It is where he im- 
putes a point of erroneous doctrine to me, in 
preſcribing in cafe of conſiderable loſs of 
blood after delivery, followed with faintings 
and oppreſſions, that the patient ſhould be 
ſtirred, excited to cough and ſneeze, contri- 
butively to the evacuation of the blood, which 


' otherwiſe is apt to clot in the uterus, and 
be would ſuffocate her if not expelled. Upon 
* which a reference to the hook itſelf, p. 264. 


will plainly ſhow, that I ſpeak there not of 
all hemorrhages indiſtinctly, in which I would 


be ſo far from tormenting or endangering the 


patient by excitals, that I would rather re- 
tommend quiet with ſub-aſtringent draughts, 
that ſhould ſtrengthen without heating : but 
there I ſpeak purely and ſolely of thoſe he- 
morrhages, which form clots of blood in the 


uterus, and fometimes the vagina, which ob- 
ſtruct them in ſuch a manner, that the circu- 


lation being ſtopped, the woman loſes all 


ſenſe, faints and dies, if on failure of thoſe 
ey encouraged pre-excitals, ſhe is not 
inſtantly 


_a = © a WH — 


[15] 


This is done by introducing” the hand- (75 
this a man's handy-work?) and clearing this 
bowel or uterus of all its incumbrance. The 

patient immediately comes to herſelf again, 
without having ſo much as felt the operation 
of the hand. It is theſe concretions of 
blood that are commonly called, bleeding 
inwardly. Numbers of women loſe their 
life in theſe. caſes if not inſtantly relieved. 
Yet is this accident much neglected, and 
even little underſtood by many men- practi- 
tioners, and even by ſome midwives. Thenct 
thoſe deaths imputed to oCCULT CAUSES, 
as may be ſeen, p. 128 and 265 of my book. 
The Reviewer makes a great crime to-me, 
of having ſubſtituted a word of a new coin- 
age pudendiſt to the term of accoucheur. I 
hope however it will be ſome mitigation of 
the violent offence given him in it, that it 
was taken from a word often and certainly 
always innocentiy repeated by Dr. Smellie. 
He may find not only pudendi (with the word 
labia that governs it) occaſionally uſed, and to 
which I have only added the two innocentlet- 
ters, s and t, but the occupation of a pudendi/t 
in 


inſtantly diſembaraſſedfram the clotted blood. = 
which is then become an extranevus body. 
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in curing the maladies incident to tlie budenda, 


in more caſes than one: for 1 preſume the 
maladies of that part are not intirely confin- 
cd to that againſt which the waſhing of the 
leather-wrappers of the forceps is recom- 
mended. For example; what does he think 
of the following quotation from Dr. Smellie, 
p-. 1517 „ re 

„ the hin of the legs ond PYDENDA i 
72 exceſſruely ret bed, ſo as to be violently pain- 
e, the pament will be greatly relieved by 
te PUNCTURING the parts occaſionally.” 

Upon which I cannot help obſerving, that 
this pretended relief is afteneſt attended with 
worſe conſequences to thoſe parts, than ſuf- 
fering a little temporary uneaſineſs; fince 
that ſame punFuring produces much more 
painful ſores, or at leaſt ſores of longer-con- 
tinuance afterwards. The beſt practice, I 
humbly apprehend, being to leave thoſe ſe- 
 roſhities to the courſe of Nature, ſince they 
infallibly vaniſh after delivery. 

The ſcheme of puncturing the pudenda, 
however, muſt be a pretty amuſement for a 
pudendiſi, whatever is the greater ſuffering 


for it afterwards to the deluded woman, that 


will ſubmit to it. 
| Do 


1 | 

Do I then deſerve, from this pretended 
critic, ſuch an inſulting reproach of immo- 
leſty, for giving to the he-midwives (fo hard 
s they are driven for a name, that they are 
forced to run to France for the French one 
f accoucheur) an appellation which ſeems to 
ne not to characteriſe them amiſs, and be- 

mgs to them at leaſt as juſtly, as thoſe of 
-nt1/} or oculi/t to thoſe artiſts reſpectively, 

ho take under their protection any parti- 

lar part of the human body? is it my 

lt, if men will fo pitifully miſtake their 

ccupations, and voluntarily, for the fake of 
lirty lucre, degrade themſelves to offices 

) ſhameful, that the very propereſt name 


them puts the modeſty of our Reviewer 
the bluſh ? : 


As for me who have profeſſedly treated of 
dwifery, I hope no perſon of any candor 
ill find, that I have offered, or at leaſt 
ant to offer any offence to decency in the 
ms I have been forced to employ in the 


» 
* 8 
8 8 = W 
_ bh - _—_— — = — - — 
- 3 - — © - = — _ — — =_ mY - 
— % — — 
4 — =_ — = k 
4 r 1 2. — — 
1 — — 5 3 - - 
K 3 4 >_< * = 
-- ww — 


Fd 
-—— 


— - 


— 
— — - * 
— 2 — = _-— = IS 
— — 
—— . a 
— . —e— Oemon_.  — 


— 


— —— | 
—— — 
—TIETRISET === — 


_— — - — 
8 rr FR _qIS— S—__—_— 
+  - . — = — - 


_— 


_ 
2 © 
— ä —VÜGOV— — 
— — —  — 
— 
— 


— 


— 
— —— 


— * —— — 
” — 


— 


— — 
— — — 
* * > 
— — —ä—ä— 
— — — — 


Purſe of my ſubject. A phyſician, a ſur- 
on, an anatomiſt, may, and ever do, un- 
— pleaded of immodeſty, uſe words that 


uld be liable to objection, on any other 
ting, than that obvious utility which even 
D ſanctifies 


5 


[ 38. ] 


ſanctifies their uſe. I. preſume there wil 


not, in the whole eſſay, be found one ſuc 
barbarous attempt upon wit, humor, « 
common decency, as that contained in the 
following quotation from the ſo ſqueamitſh! 
affected critic I am now anſwering. 

Crit. Rev. p. 196. How far Mrs, N. 
« hell's ſhreud, ſupple, ſenſitive fingers ma 
e be qualified for the art of fitillation, v 
„ ſhall not pretend to inveſtigate; but thoſ 


women that are pleaſed with this operatii 
« before the pains come On, may cer tain 


ce chuſe their own operator, without affeCtin 
« the art of midwifery; we cannot he 
thinking, that in this caſe, the male-prat 
* fitioner would not be the moſt d:fagree 
&« he, unleſs our author has talents that Wa 
% which we cannot conceive.” 

In which paſſage I own I cannot — pre 
nounce which is the greateſt, the modeſiy 
it, or the delicacy of compliment to the wome 

But as the Reviewer, in more places thi 


A 


this, harps, no doubt with great pleaſant 
and humor, upon the poor midwife's“ lon 


„ nimble, taper, ſbręud, ſenſible, palpating jj 


« gers : by way, I preſume, of preferrin 
highly to them the ſhort, ſtubbed, elum 


ou 


[19 ] 
cough, callous - ones of a he-midwife, I muſt 
tell him, there is ohe uſe to which' T hope a 
true midwife will, for her own ſake, as well 
as for that of her patient, never put her fin- 
gers, though the practice of it is recommen- 
ded by Dr. Smellie, in more parts than one of 
his work, I mean, the practice of running the 
fingers up the fundament or anus. For ex- 
ample, p. 212. He ſays, when the head 
« is therefore drawn back by any of theſe 
« obſtacles, and the delivery hath been re- 
« tarded during ſeveral pains, one or two fin- 
gers being introduced into the Rectum 
before the pain goes off, ought to preſs 
upon the forehead of the child at the root 
of the noſe, great care being taken to avard 
« the EYES.” *As to taking ſuch care of 
the eyes I highly commend the caution, but 
cannot well conceive how ſuch an operation 
can well be inſured againſt poking them out, 
confidering how the operator muſt grope 
darkling. But how ſuch a thought could en- 
ter into a man's head I cannot conceive, as 
Ichruſting his fingers there, for any beneficial 
Wpurpoſe. In the firſt place, it can be abſo= 
lutely of no ſervice, and may do infinite miſ- 
chief: to ſay nothing of the torture to which 


D 3. it 


Le 
it muſt put a woman, eſpecially if ſhe ſhould 
happen to have, what is very frequently the 
caſe in that juncture, the hemorrhoids, In 
ſhort, I do not conceive that -there can be 
imagined a more nauſeous, ridiculous, cruel, 
abſurd management; and if ſuch are theMin; 
triumphs of the men's learning over the wo- ei 
men's ignorance, may the women continue fe 
their ignorance {till of ſuch curious prac- Im 
tige! 
In the mean while the Reviewer accuſe 
me, very unjuſtly of pecking, as he is pleaſed 
to term it, particulary at Dr. Smellie. | 
ſolemnly declare, nothing could be further 


from my intention. He is a gentleman from 
whom I never have or could receive the leaſt Hit 


injury. Every thing that I have mentioned pn 
relative to him, even to clumſineſs of fin- 
gers, which I rather ſuppoſe, on his being 
a man, than imagine particular to him, has 
been intirely on the account of my objecti- 
ons, to the practice of the art of midwifery 
by men, and no-wiſe out of any particular 
perſonality againſt himſelf. I could even- 
aſk his pardon for any ſuch cauſe of offence, In 
ſo abhorrent from my way of thinking, if IIa 
had been betrayed into it by the heat of op- 
poſition. 


121 


incurred the leaſt danger of blame on that 
account. I have not once, like the Review- 
er, ſtated any doubt about the book thee 
goes under his name being of his own writ- 
heſMing or not. It would have been, perhaps, 
0s leſs a ſhame in me, who am purely by pro- 
feſſon a midwife and no author, to avail 


the compoſition of my work, than in the 
learned Dr. Smellie ; but certainly, even 
with his borrowing ſuch help, neither the 
Public nor I have any concern. It is with 


have only a right to meddle. Neither do I 
attack his ſtile or his manner of compoſition: 
pn the contrary, if my opinion was worth 
offering, J ſhould candidly give it highly in 
Savor of both language and method. I fin- 
erely think the workmanſhip 1s infinitely 
oo good f̃or ſuch vile matter. I do not ei- 
her rake together a parcel of words, by way 
lar pf expoſing them for hard words, which for 


ven hat appears to the contrary in the Review, 


Ce, Fnay, where properly connected and employ- 
if d, afford not the leaſt idea of that pedantry 
op- ney do, when induſtriouſly aſſembled toge- 


on. ther 


poſition. But'I hope I have not ſo much as 
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myſelf of the aſſiſtence of my friends, in 


his doctrine, and points of practice, that I 
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11 
ther out of above five hundred pages ä wo. 
which they were innocently ſcattered, 
have not chicaned Dr. Smellie on the 80 
nical terms he has uſed. Some of them per 
haps as harſh, as novel, as affected, and 2 
uncouth, as thoſe he has been pleaſed to ob 
jet to in me. I repeat thoſe unfortunate 
words of mine here, torturous, palpation, ſexy 
al parts, conceptacle, prompterſbip, cheriſhment 
tranfitorineſs, inſtinctive repugnance, inſtru 
mentarian, occluſion, ſbreudneſs of fingers, re 
voltingneſe, deflexions of the uterus, aberrati 
from the right line, detortion, divarication, th 
head retrograding into the pelvis, premature al 
lactation, effemination, &c. 

Now, if it appears that any of theſe word 
are ridiculouſly or affectedly uſed, I am fi 
from defending them: all I ſhall fay is, tha 
the quotation of them in that accumulativ 
unconnected manner does not at leaſt ſup 
port that charge : and for my own part, n 
have ſo bad a taſte, as to think the ſingifff þ 
word of accoucheur big with more ridiculf n 
and abſurdity than all of them put together 1. 
Opinions being free, the Reviewer is ext 
tremely welcome to treat this with as much} , 

_ contempt as he pleaſes. / 


B 


Ch 

But can any thing be more cruelly unfair, 
than the quotation he has ſo gravely given, 
of my anſwer to Dr. Smellie's bringing in 
Plato by the head and ſhoulders, as if I had 
kin any further ſtreſs on it, than juſt as it 
came in my way to take notice of the Dr's 
abuſe of the definition of the uterus from 
that celebrated antient ? would not any one 
believe, that I had reſted the iflue 'of the 
cauſe upon a point only tranſiently intro- 
duced, and confeſſed to be unaccountable ? a 
reference to the paſſage itſelf, as it ſtands 
connected in the book, not unfairly detach- 
ed, as it is given in the Reviewer's extract 
of it, would, moſt probably, be exempt 
from ridicule, even from thoſe to whom 
no occaſion for ridicule hardly can come 
C amiſs. 

The Reviewer 1s pleaſed, from his own 
Imagination, to accuſe me of treating the 
men- practitioners as a band of rufians. I 
have made uſe of no ſuch term ; but that T 
may not be ſuſpected of prevarication, Tac- 
knowledge the having put the equivalent of 
that appellation into my charge againſt them 
of innumerable Murthers in the DARK, 


8 againſt them, by themſelves. 
And 


Dey — — nt 


[244] 
And certainly of a piece with all the ijn. 
fairneſs of that detraction, employed to pre- 
judice the public againſt a work purely 
calculated for the public's own diſcovery of 
a truth too much concealed from it, is that 


ſuppreſſion of the juſteſt and greateſt apo- 


logy for any harſhneſs in my ſuggeſtions a- 


gainſt the men- mid wives, in that the very 
worſt of thoſe ſuggeſtions are taken and 
quoted chapter and verſe from the men- 
midwives themſelves. I repeat here my 
ſolemn defiance to their advocates, to point 
out one paſſage in my whole book, ſo full 
of ſevere, though juſt accuſations, as are 
contained in my quotation from Daventer, a 
man-midwite, p. 463, of my treatiſe. —Since 
whence then is it unpardonable for a midwife 
to ſay leſs ill of the men- practitioners than | 
what they ſay of one another? or was it fair, in 
giving the public what the public has a right 
to expect ſhould be an impartial account 
of a book received, to ſuppreſs ſo material a 
circumſtance in favour of a work condemn- | 
ed by the Reviewer for abuſiveneſs ? 

The Critical Reviewer arraigns me of ig- 
norance, for ſaying that inſtruments are un- 
neceſſary. I have done more than denied it. 


It 


[ 25 ] 

{ juſtice was as dear to him, as the error he 
as taken under his protection, he would 
onfeſs, that I have unrefutably proved it. 
he ſacred truth is, that if I am culpable, 
tis rather for not ſaying half the horrors 
hat I know or firmly believe of that exe- 
crable practice with them, which, I repeat 
here, what I have ſaid in that work, the 
ng nen- mid wives do not the leſs uſe for their 
pretending to condemn them. To ſay no- 


RY 
ny ching of the mothers and children murdered 
nt by them, there are living monuments of the 


rage of the men- practitioners in uſing that 
wretched forceps, on which they value them- 
ſelves ſo much: perſons of both ſexes, who 
will carry to their graves ſuch indelible marks 
of the cruſh of the forceps, as would 
never have taken place, but for the pragme- 
tical outrages to Nature, in the attempt to 
precipitate her work. 
It is not then out of obſtinacy, nor from 
the falſe ſhame of owning an error, but 
purely from my better knowledge of expe- 
rimental practice, that I venture to treat with 
the contempt I unaffectedly do that ignorant 
attack of the Reviewer's on my method of 
manual operation, in the redreſs of the uterus, 
E from 


26 
from the circumſtance of a wrong direction 
Upon which I beg leave to obſerve, 

FIRST, that in my practice, I take grea h 
previous care not to ſuffer the uterus ever t * 
ingage itſelf, in a dangerous or ſcarce retrie 
vable manner. The pains I take, which he 
turns into ridicule, for want of underſtanding 
either thenature or thedrift of them, in watch- 
ing and reducing the oppoſition of the uterus, 
not with my legs, nor with the % of my ear 
he may be ſure, but with my hands, or the 
fingers of my hands, are the very pains that 
prevent this ingaging or intangling of the 
uterus, that is to ſay, when the internal ori- 
fice is either wholly, or too much in part fo 
ill-ſituate, as not to leave outlet enough for 
the child. This is that obliquity of the 
uterus, of which neither Dr. Smellie, nor 
the Reviewer ſeem to have any notion, or at 
leaſt any adequate one; and ſurely that wo- 
man can little expect, that the man who 
does not ſo much as know or admit the obli- 
qurty of the uterus, ſo as to regulate the ma- 
nual operation by it, muſt be very little capa- 
ble of preventing thoſe extremities, which 
are his plea for his reſorting to that bag of 
hardware the Reviewer would condemn me 
to 


[27 ] 
o apply to, who always take care that it 
hall not be wanted. 

And SECONDLY, that even in the worſt 
es, when the miſ- practice, negligence, and 
enorance of the men-midwives have occa- 


he 
5 ned thoſe ſevere dilemmas, in which the 
* viewer ſuppoſes I could not do without 


courſe to men or inſtruments, I not only 
ll him here, but am ready to demonſtrate 
efore any aſſembly of phyſicians or ſurgeons, 
at there is more chance for faving the life 
oth of mother and child, by gentle me- 
hods, by the management with the hand 
1aid of Nature, than by reſorting to the 
olence of thoſe murderous inſtruments. 
ut as I have at large explained myſelf in 
ty treatiſe, upon this head of ſevere labors, 
would be ſuperfluous to enter into repeti- 


on here. 
As to the Reviewer's want of conception 


% Wow the child can get ingaged too much, 
„here he ſays, „engage ilſelf, where ? in the 
iterus, where it is already, or in the paſſage 
"WM where it ought to be.” Which he is much 
g liberty to treat as nonſenſe, fince that 


onſenſe is perfectly of his own making: I 
all only obſerve, for the ſatisfaction of 
, E 2 thotc 


[28] 
thoſe unverſed in the art of midwifery, in 
cluding the Reviewer, and without exceyt 
ing Dr. Smellie, that by the child's gettin 
ingaged, I mean that fituation of it, whe 
while ſtill in the uterus, its paſſage out 
blocked up by its own weight, bearing dow 
the uterus under the os pubis, ſo as that th 
inward orifice does not preſent in a due lin 
with the external one, but is either total 
hid, or preſents only an inſufficient ſegmen 
of the circle of the orifice. A caſe alwa 
difficult, but which ofteneſt might have bee 
prevented in due time by the midwite's pro 
per care and unremitting attention. Where 
as the men-midwives, in ſuch caſes, eithe 
reſort to the utmoſt extremities, killing ci 
ther the mother, the child, or both ; or 
the overture admits of a dilatation, do {url 
dreadful violence to that part with inſtru 
ments, that if even the ale life or h 
child's is faved, it is never without great d- 
mage to both. Calloſities are at beſt n 
unſeldom the conſequence of this practic 
which at leaſt cauſe difficult labors in futur: 
Sometimes the procidentia uteri, or relaxatio 
of the vagina, are the effects of the men 
practitioner's management in this calc, 

: Bl 
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But let any huſband, who values the life 
of his wife and child ; let any woman, who 
values her own life, and that of her infant, 
ſtop an inſtant here, and reflect on the con- 
ſequences of being miſled by one, I mean, 
Dr. Smellie, who ſcarcely ſeems to know 
the exiſtence of ſuch a caſe as the obliquity 
of the uterus; or by the Reviewer, who not 
denying it, is not aſhamed of flying in the 
face of common-ſenſe in his aſſertion, that 
the ſuppoting the uterus to be ſo apt to return 
to its obliquity, 1s ridiculous and unneceſſary. 
Whereas nothing is more true, nor more 
likely to be true, that at leaſt nine in ten of 
the ſevere labors are ſpecifically owing to 
this very obliquity, and that there 1s not one 
of thoſe caſes of obliquity, but what requires 
more or leſs of that attention and care to 
reduce and fix it, which are called r:d:culous 
and unneceſſary, though the two lives of mo- 
ther and child ſo often depend on it. But 
why is ſo obvious a point of manual operation 
ſuppreſſed, denied, or exploded * The rea- 
ſon is as obvious for its being ſuppreſſed, 
denied, or exploded. It is nat man's work : 
though the negle& of it will ſurely cut out 
what is commonly underſtood by man's work z 


deli- 


130 
delivering with inſtruments, or, in other: 
words importing the ſame effect, murdering 
or maiming. 

Tt would be here ſuperfluouſly tedious to 
proceed animadverting upon all the abſurdities 
and falſe criticiſms of«the Reviewer on this 
article, having noted what I take to be the 
principal ones, ſo that any ſilence of mine on 


will not, I hope, be miſtaken for any ac- 
quieſcence in what I think either beneath 
refutation ; or out of reſpect to my readers, 
not to need refutation ; for after all, railing 
can never be ſuppoſed to paſs for reaſoning. 
However, I will give the Critical Reviewer 
this ſatisfaction: I aſſure him of my fincere- 
ly believing, that the cauſe of which he makes 
himſelf an advocate will triumph over the 
right of mine. His clients have got a foot- 
ing, which they are too powerful and too 
mtereſted not to maintain. By getting in- 
to the ſecrets, and into the moſt intimate 
confidence of ſo many families, their aſcen- 
dant ſeems too rivetted for Truth and Rea- 
ſon, with their cold and timid friends, to 
overcome, in an age, when almoſt univerſal 
indolence ſeems to exclude the examination, 


of 


the reſt, being really occaſioned by contempt, 


[31 ] 
of points of the utmoſt importance to be 
examined, and therefore the moſt neglected. 
The men-midwives, in ſhort, ſeems to be a 
kind of formidable phalanx of mercenaries, 
with influence enough to brave all endea- 
yours to eſtabliſh the renounced laws of even 
Nature herſelf, where they claſh with their 
intereſt. By dint of inculcating the falſeſt 
fears they have accompliſhed their great 
point of admiſſion from ſociety, that groans 
under an oppreſſion, of which it cannot but 
ſee and feel the horrid ridicule, and yet, 
vants ſpirit and reſolution enough to ſhake. 

t off. In the mean time, the men who like 
heir wives to be lain by the he-midwives, 
nd the women who chuſe that he-midwives 
ould lay them, eſpecially as their ſuperior 
Wt of 717//a7io7 is fo well vouched by their 


. drocate, will certainly not aſk my leaves 
* a | 

» probably take my advice about it, while, 
. my part, my worſt wiſh to them is that, 
Rl | conſequence of ſuch a choice, they may 
 FWier meet with reaſon to repent it! 

bh But as the impartial author of the Critical 
5 eview has been ſo candidly pleaſed to re- 
ent that work of mine as a pitiful pro- 
a, Iition, without method, or knowledge of 


of 


my 


[ 32 ] 
my ſubject, a mere abuſive libel on the gen- 
tlemen-midwaves, a piece of abſurdity, deſ- 
titute of common-ſenſe, a mixture, in ſhorts 
of malice and preſumption, I hope none will 
impute it to me as an author's vanity, if in 
myendeavour tocancel impreſſions ſo unfairly 


attempted to be given, I preſent the reader 
here with a ſuccinct analyſis of a book, which 


has been happy enough to deſerve the wrath M 
of that candid critic. 


I have therein ſtated the ſeveral objections 
on behalf of the men-midwives, of which 


the following is the ſummary. t 


That the men it is who were the firſt in 
poſſeſſion of the art of midwifery, becauſe 
they were the inventors of all arts : 


C 


01 
That the nobility of this art intitles them tt 
to the preference in it: 


That the works which the men hav: 
compoſed on this ſubject demonſtrate thi 
antiquity of their making a profeſſion 0 
= | 
That all the manual operations are mu! 
WOrk : | 


[ 33 ] 5 
That anatomy is abſolutely requiſite in this 
art, and that inſtruments can _y be uſed 15 
men: | 


That it is only the ignorant who exclaim 
zgainſt inſtruments : 


ler That it is in women a great preſumption 
ch to enter into competition with the men in 
this profeſſion: . 


That it is a truth now aniverſally well- 
known, that there is more ſafety in the ly- 


ings-in being managed by the men than by 
the women : | 


That the women are ignorance itſelf in- 


carnate : 
ule 


That the men who apply themſelves to 
one branch are the beſt artiſts, as the den- 
cn tilts, the oculiſts, &c. 


That the men-midwives accompliſh the 
moſt difficult deliveries: 


That Fathion and cuſtom have at length 
decided the point clearly in favor of the men : 


That, in ſhort, it can only be a falſe mode/< 
ty, that oppoſes the women ſubmitting to be 
lain by men-midwives. - 


an 


F 
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| To theſe objections I have endeavoutet 
to oppoſe 1 eſtabliſh the following reflex 


ions: 


a 


ret 


nie 


That the women have a prior title to the 
office of a midwife, as may be demonſtra 
ted from the moſt antient and moſt authenti 
annals of the world: 


That if this profeſſion appears, at preſent, 
ſo noble an one to the men, the greater iz 
the honor to the women, from whom they 


have learned all the beſt that they know 
of it : 


That the books in which they have treat- 
ed of it go no higher than Hippocrates, 
granting that thoſe books upon midwitery 
are his, for they are certainly unworthy of a ſk 
man ſo great in other points; but that the I: 
women exerciſed this art thouſands of years 
before him: 


That the manual operation of the men- 
midwives being by no means neceſſary, 
while all that can ever be wanted may be 


better done without them; this objection 
falls to the ground of itſelf. 


That anatomical knowledge is not requi- 
ſite, at moſt, beyond a certain moderate de- 
gree, 


(38-3 
e rree, for the practice of midwifery; ; the 
idwives having, ever ſince the firſt ages of 
he world, done very well with that ſmall 
hMcompetency of knowledge of the female 
ra ody to which they pretend; their buſineſs 
ti Hot being to diſſect women, but to lay them; 
n operation which commonly does not need 
nore than a dextrous expert hand, and a 


yeral women have written with great prac- 
e geal propriety on this ſubject, ſuch as Cleo- 
ara Queen of Egypt, Aſpaſia, and others, 
mong the antients; among the moderns, 
at- Wiſtine, midwife to the Electreſs of Brande- 
es, urg; and many more of *the female pro- 
ey lors of that art, from the Hotel-Dieu at 
fa Maris : * 

the That the inſtruments invented by the gen- 
ars men- midwives are in truth fit to be uſed 
none but themſelves, whoſe hands, callous 


This is that Hitcl-Dieu, which Boerhave's — 
ntator, La Motte a man- mid wife himſelf, and all au- 
rs in general who mention it, do the juſtice of allow- 
to be the beſt ſchool of midwifery in all Europe. But 
| what are ſuch paultry authorities to that of the 
ic of this work, who calls it “ the mol dirty, ſſoveniy, 
nconvenient, indecent, ſhocking, receptacle for the fick in 
ul Rurope 2” 


ON 


F 2 with 


ery ſmall inſight into anatomy; that beſides, 


[£36] 
with handling them, are barely more tender 
and whoſe hearts can only diſpute hardne 
with them; that Nature herſelf ſhudders , 
the idea of thoſe barbarous implements, ane 
that it muſt only be an inconceivable blind 
neſs, which without the leaſt neceſſity, c 
fuffer ſuch a number of innocent victims t 
be ſacrificed to the experiments made wit 
them. 

That ignorance muſt conſpire with th 
moſt iniquitous keenneſs for fees to forge th 
neceſſity of thoſe murderous inſtrument: 
ſince experience demonſtrates, not only ſuc 
a rarity of extraordinary caſes, as might ve 
well diſpenſe from a body of men be 
ing kept up armed with thoſe inſtruments c 
pretended aid, but that even in thoſe ext: 
ordinary caſes, the midwives have accon 
pliſhed the moſt difficult deliveries witho 
the help of them, as I have proved it by er 
amples of my own knowledge, and fro 
what others may, on any the leaſt inquir 
find to be true, of the practice by wom 
only at the Hotel-Dieu at Paris: 

That in women it is certainly no preſum 
tion to undertake the diſputing excellen 


with men in this profeſſion ; that on 
| Contra 
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contrary, it is great raſhneſs as well as great Rr 


meanneſs of ſpirit, in men, ſo diſqualified 
as they are by Nature for it, to incroach on 
2 purely female function, and for want of 
natural requiſites, to introduce ſupplemental- 
ly their inhuman and murderous inſtruments; 
that in women, in ſhort, this art is manifeſt- 
ly the vocation of Nature; in men, as mani- 


feſtly the inſtigation of Intereſt. 


That it is a moſt impudent falſity to aver, 
that the greater ſafety for the women is on 
the fide of the men- practitioners; for that, 
in any given number of women lain by thoſe 
of their own ſex, and of thoſe lain by men, 
reaſon, nature and experience all concur to 
give the preference to the women in point of 
ſafety; the murders of mothers and children 
being neceſſarily and infinitely oftener the 
conſequence of employing men and inſtru- 
ments, than in truſting even to the moſt ig- 
norant of the women, which ought alſo to 


be avoided : 


That the pretended ignorance of the wo- 
m2n-profeflors, ſpeaking of ſuch in general, 
is a pitiful pretext and a ridiculous accuſati- | 
on, fince daily and common experience ſhows, 

that 


| LF .. 
that they know enough to do their buſineſs 
competently and artiſtly, while the preten- 
ded knowledge and boaſted improvements of 
the men-midwives have made no further 
progreſs in that art, unleſs the killing and Ill a 
maſſacring an infinite number of women and 
children, by their auckwardneſs, and eſpe- 
cially by their diabolical invention of their 
inſtruments, may be termed a progreſs : 


That nothing can be worſe ſupported than 
that ſuperiority which the men-midwives 
pretend to deriv2 from their addicting them- 
telves ſolely and particularly to the ſtudy of 
the art of midwifery, fince that ſuperiority 
can have no relation but to their ſuperior 
kill in handling inſtruments, forever dange- Wl 
rous, and forever uſeleſs ; what there is ever 
:2quired-of ſurgeon's work being better truſt- 
ed to compleat ſurgeons, than to a common 
man-midwife, who now-a-day 18 not con- 
tent with giving himſelf out for a man- mid- 
wife only, which by the by he never can be, 
but he muſt be ſurgeon and phiſician with 
all, and by pretending to ſo much, is rarely 
. a dangerous ſmattering i in any of thoſe 

branches. 


That 
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That the argument drawn from the pre- 


than that the public often ſuffers itſelf to be 
impoſed upon by the moſt flagrant quackeries 
and pretences, and that it may, for a time, 
yeild to the contagious torrent of prejudice 
and example. Notwithſtanding which, the 
modeſty of the Engliſh women, ſtill Keeps 
numbers of them from making uſe of men 
to conduct their lyings-in, while in almoſt 
all the other parts of the world, the employ- 
ing of women in exclufion of the men ſtill 
prevails, moſt undoubtedly not to the detri- 
ment of population : 

That even among the women who em- 
ploy the gentlemen-midwaves, there are ma- 
ny, who, not without the juſteſt and the 
ſenſibleſt repugnance, employ them in com- 
phance with huſbands, fathers, or relations, 
weak enough to ſacrifice their honor to the 


taſhions : 


That the ſcandalous fouchings of men, who 
can ſcarce be thought proof againſt ſenſuali- 
ty, their frequent or ſuperfluous inſpections, 
their ſecret and repeated examinations, the 
eciprocal attraction of the two ſexes, the 
emptations ſo likely to occur in the —_ 

0 


valence of the faſhion proves nothing, more 


moſt indecent and the moſt pernicious of all 


- . 
. 
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of ſuch practical interviews, prove at leaſt a 
great eaſineſs and faith in a huſband, filly 
enough to let himſelf be carried away by this 
torrent of prejudice. Thus Modeſty, with- 
out incurring the charge of being falſe, and 

much leſs of being fooliſh, may very well 
murmur at ſuch privacies and approaches in 
any other man than a huſband, eſpecially to 
no purpoſe but that of increaſing pain and 
danger, which they are ſo impudently pleaded 
to be deſigned to leſſen; while, in ſhort, the 
| Inſult offered to the perſons of the women, 
in the immodeſty to which they are ſubject- 
ed by the practice of men-midwives, can only 
be matched by the inſult offered to their 
underſtanding, in the pretence of ſervice ot 
aſſiſtence to them. | 

Theſe reflexions compoſe the fit part 
of my book. I employ the ſecond in mak- 
ing obſervations on the labor and delivery of 
women, and in putting every candid inqui— 
rer into a way of ſatisfying himſelf, by the 
cleareſt matters of fact, and inferences there- 
from, of the uſeleſſneſs and danger of in- It. 
ſtruments in lyings-in, in proving, in ſhort, 
that they are only made uſe of as ſtales and; 
blinds by deſigning men to countenance the! 
| intruſio 


Ms [4] 

intruſion into a buſineſs ſo little made for 
i W hem, no matter how much humankind ſuf- 
ly ers by the murderous conſequences of their 
is ¶ miſerable pretence and impoſition, I have 
- et forth all the rare and difficult caſes in 
ad N which thoſe ſame inſtruments are by the 
el men- midwives themſelves pretended indiſ- 


in ¶ penſable, and ſhown how a delivery might 
to be more ſafely and more happily effectuated 
nd ¶ thut them. I. have quoted, from the 
led men- mid wives themſelves, many murders, 
he with ſhocking and unheard of circumſtances 
of cruelty, which, to every thinking reader, 
a appear the unavoidable conſequences of 
nly uſing inſtruments ; ſo that they have not to 
ct plead, that thoſe caſes werd purely accidents 
9 imputable to particular practitioners, and 
not to be drawn into conſequence againſt 
dart the practice itſelf. 
ak- Such is the work, the advocate for the 
/ ol men-midwives in the character of a Review- 
lun Wcr has treated in a manner, for which how- 
tneWver I have: no right to complain of him; 
I Wince having left me all that I pretend to, 
1 truth and argument unimpeached by any- 
jort, 


thing he has brought againſt me, I can ea- 
ily forgive him his by me unenvied ſuperi- 
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- which the matter F 1 Was treating affor ed me 0 
= Jo ample a field; 2 and which- was never le- 
1 -. yelled againſt the writer nor the man, but 


purely againſt the man- MI DW IF E, whom | 


: ——_ * 
"OM 


7 there can be no-one that conſiders the object, 
but muſt allow to be fair gam. 
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